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THE GRAVE OF LANCE CORPORAL 

JEREMY BURRIS 

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute) 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, Lance Cor-
poral Jeremy Burris, 22, was buried 
last week in Liberty, Texas, after being 
killed in Iraq. This young marine was 
honored at a funeral by the entire town 
for his heroism. 

But a few days after his funeral, out-
laws desecrated Jeremy’s grave site. 
Some reports indicate the suspected 
criminals may have been antiwar 
peaceniks that commit violence in the 
name of peace. They disrespect and dis-
honor the dead by their vandalism. 

But whoever committed such das-
tardly deeds should be quickly cap-
tured by the local sheriff. After these 
grave-desecrating criminals are con-
victed, they should be sentenced to 
serve time at Gitmo prison in Guanta-
namo Bay. After all, that is where 
America houses other war criminals. 

So, Mr. Speaker, those that commit 
crimes against the graves of our fallen 
war dead are nothing more than war 
criminals and should be treated as 
such, because justice is the one thing 
we should always find. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

b 1815 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. POE addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF JAMES T. 
BATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise to acknowledge an extraordinary 
staff member who has moved on after 
20 years with the House Budget Com-
mittee, Jim Bates. 

James T. Bates, the Committee’s Re-
publican chief of staff, recently accept-
ed a position as associate program di-

rector at the Office of Management and 
Budget. Ordinarily, that would be a 
significant, though not surprising, step 
in a career dedicated to Washington 
fiscal policy. But there is nothing ordi-
nary about this case. 

Jim Bates’s two decades of service 
represents the longest tenure of any 
Budget Committee staffer. He served in 
various capacities during this time, in-
cluding those of minority counsel, 
chief majority counsel and deputy 
chief of staff before rising to the top 
slot in late 2004. In each of those roles 
he demonstrated a singular dedication. 

He came to be known as a true be-
liever in the value of congressional 
budgeting; a stickler for adhering to 
the budget disciplines written in law 
and in convention; and a thoroughly 
convinced proponent of the institution 
of the Budget Committee. He is as 
closely identified with the committee 
as is the Congressional Budget Act 
itself. It is nearly impossible to think 
of one without the other. 

Mr. Speaker, you can’t go back over 
the last 20 years and look at the en-
forcement of the Budget Committee, 
the preservation of the Budget Act, 
without thinking of Jim Bates. 

Jim started with the committee in 
January of 1988, a time when the Re-
publican minority offices were across 
Highway 395, on the second floor of the 
Ford Office Building, then simply 
called Annex Two. He worked initially 
as a budget analyst, covering Income 
and Social Security, but before long he 
found his real niche as committee 
counsel. Here, he mastered the intri-
cate details and subtleties of the Budg-
et Act; he vigorously protected the 
committee’s jurisdiction, and, when 
possible, expanded it. He also developed 
a unique understanding of budget 
arcana, something I can clearly testify 
to, such as the Gramm-Rudman base-
line or the pay-as-you-go rule. 

Here are some highlights of his con-
gressional career: he participated in 
the famous Andrews Air Force Base ne-
gotiations that produced the budget 
agreement of 1990. In 1993, he coordi-
nated drafting the narrowly defeated 
Penny-Kasich amendment. In 1997, he 
anchored the legislative language for 
the Balanced Budget Act, which a year 
later produced the first budget surplus 
in nearly four decades. Shortly there-
after, he developed a bipartisan plan 
for the first comprehensive budget 
process reform since the Budget Act 
was created in 1974. 

In 2005, he oversaw the staff work 
that led to that year’s Deficit Reduc-
tion Act, the first in a long time. In 
2006, he was immensely helpful to me 
in writing the Legislative Line Item 
Veto Act, designed to allow the Presi-
dent to strike individual spending 
items without violating Congress’s 
constitutional prerogatives. 

Jim is an avid fisherman, which 
shows a greatness of soul. He is a fan of 
the renowned author Ray Bradbury, 
which reflects a creative mind. He 
might misplace his car keys or his 

BlackBerry, but he has never lost his 
conviction about budgeting, or his in-
tegrity. Yet, of all Jim’s qualities, per-
haps the most important is the trust 
that he has earned from Members and 
colleagues alike. It is because of that 
trust that when I was chosen to be the 
Budget Committee’s ranking Repub-
lican last December, my first and easi-
est decision was keeping Jim as the 
chief of staff. He was and still is simply 
irreplaceable. 

Mr. Speaker, let me close simply by 
saying that there aren’t a lot of people 
in this town who really understand how 
the Budget Committee works, how this 
budget process works, let alone people 
who really know the best ideas and 
ways of making it work better. Jim 
Bates is one of the handful of people in 
this town who knows this. You can 
count the people on one hand who real-
ly know the Budget Act, know how to 
make it work and know how to make it 
work better. Jim Bates is one of those. 

This institution, this Congress, both 
from the Democrat side and the Repub-
lican side, owe a large debt of gratitude 
for the service of this fine servant, Jim 
Bates. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Ms. KIL-
PATRICK) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. KILPATRICK addressed the 
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

STATEMENT ON JULY 8 
AGREEMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. SARBANES) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to commend my colleagues for 
passing H. Con. Res. 405, which pro-
motes the United Nations’ sponsored 
efforts to bring about a negotiated re-
unification of Cyprus. The division of 
Cyprus has endured for 33 years, far too 
long by any measure. 

Today, I met with Alexis Galanos, 
the distinguished mayor of Famagusta, 
Cyprus, which prior to the Turkish in-
vasion was the main town of the second 
largest district of Cyprus, both in 
terms of its population and surface 
area. 

A few weeks after the initial invasion 
on August 14, 1974, Turkish military 
forces bombarded Famagusta relent-
lessly. Greek Cypriots were forced to 
flee their homes in fear and terror, ren-
dering Famagusta a ghost city. Turk-
ish forces then sealed off the area with 
barbed wire fences; 45,000 inhabitants 
of Famagusta became refugees in their 
own country. They lost their land, 
their properties, their homes and busi-
nesses and many of their own people. 

The city and the mayor elected by its 
displaced residents who can’t go home 
have now become a symbol of the injus-
tice that persists in the occupied re-
gion. The two waves of the invasion by 
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the Turkish troops forced nearly 200,000 
Greek Cypriots, over one-quarter of the 
Cypriot population at the time, from 
their homes, making them refugees in 
their own country. The equivalent in 
the U.S. would be around 80 million 
people. For the last 33 years, 36.2 per-
cent of the island continues to be under 
occupation by 43,000 Turkish forces. 

The July 8, 2006, agreements reached 
under the auspices of the United Na-
tions Under Secretary General Ibrahim 
Gambari, by President Tassos 
Papadopoulos and Turkish-Cypriot 
leader Mehmet Ali Talat establishes a 
set of negotiating principles that will 
lead to a unified Cyprus. 

The July 8 agreement supports the 
Greek and Turkish-Cypriot efforts to 
find common ground for the peaceful 
reunification of their country within 
the framework of a federal bi-zonal and 
bi-communal nation state. These 
agreements call for the implementa-
tion of specific confidence-building 
measures, starting with the practical 
steps of establishing bi-communal 
working groups and technical commu-
nities to examine and discuss issues af-
fecting the day-to-day lives of the peo-
ple of Cyprus. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no viable jus-
tification for the continued division of 
Cyprus. The people of Cyprus have 
every reason to seek out reconcili-
ation. They aspire to a reunified home-
land. In the last 4 years, there have 
been more than 13 million peaceful 
crossings across the Green Line by 
Greek and Turkish-Cypriots, a remark-
able achievement for an island whose 
total population is less than 800,000 
people. Turkish-Cypriots cross into the 
Republic of Cyprus to go to work every 
day. Approximately 35,000 Turkish- 
Cypriots have applied for and received 
passports from the Republic of Cyprus. 
On the ground, there is clear momen-
tum for peace and a desire on both 
sides to work together. 

Today, Cyprus has evolved into a dy-
namic country, endowed with a robust 
economy and incredible democratic in-
stitutions. Its qualitative capacities 
are showcased by its recent entry to 
the European Union and its imminent 
membership in the Eurozone. Located 
off the western shores of the Middle 
East, Cyprus has the capacity to be a 
vigorous participant in the wider 
NATO security architecture. 

For us in the United States, there-
fore, there is great purpose in facili-
tating peace and unification beyond 
any moral and altruistic imperatives. 
As expressed by the House last week, 
the July 8 agreement lays the ground-
work for accomplishing this goal. 

I commend the House for its passage 
of H. Con. Res. 405 and implore our gov-
ernment to continue its support for the 
full and immediate implementation of 
the July 8, 2006, agreements. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

LIMITING EARMARKS ON 
APPROPRIATIONS BILLS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, in a couple 
of weeks, it is likely that we will be ad-
dressing the Labor-HHS bill. We have 
passed the bill in the House. I believe 
they have passed the bill in the Senate, 
but conferees have not been named. We 
will be asked to approve a large bill 
that I believe is over the President’s 
budget. But, more significantly, this is 
the first test of actually doing a con-
ference under the new earmark rules. 

We had new earmark rules passed at 
the beginning of the year that provide 
a little more transparency than we 
have had before, and that is a good 
thing; but it hasn’t done much to cut 
down the number or dollar value of ear-
marks, because we haven’t gotten 
through the process now. 

Some people have said in the House 
we have fewer earmarks, the dollar 
value is down, and that is a good thing. 
Certainly it is a good thing. But we are 
only halfway through the process. 
Typically, when you get to the con-
ference process, that is where a lot of 
the mischief happens, where earmarks 
are added in the middle of the night 
and you aren’t given a chance to vote 
on them. You simply vote on the bill, 
either up or down. 

Just to give you a flavor of what is in 
this Labor-HHS bill, the House bill in-
cluded about 1,342 earmarks. These ear-
marks were added in the conference re-
port of the bill that came to the House. 
They were added just days before the 
bill came to the house. We had very lit-
tle opportunity to actually look at the 
earmarks to find out which Member 
had offered them and to offer amend-
ments to strike those earmarks. A few 
amendments were offered here on the 
floor, but that is hardly a process that 
can pass for due diligence to actually 
see what is in these earmarks. 

Now, I hasten to add that this is not 
a partisan issue. There are both Repub-
lican and Democrat earmarks in this 
bill. When Republicans were in charge 
of this body, typically Republicans got 
about 60 percent of the earmarks, the 
Democrats got about 40 percent. Now 
that has switched. 

But, really, I wish it were a partisan 
issue. I wish, as one of my side of the 
aisle, that Republicans were right on 
and Democrats were wrong on. But we 
haven’t seen that. We have seen both 
parties continue to earmark in this 
fashion. 

There are 1,342 earmarks in the 
House bill. Let me just read through a 
few to give people a flavor of what is 
there. 

I wish we didn’t have to do this. I 
wish there was another way. But as I 

mentioned, when these bills come to 
the floor, the committee report will ac-
company the bill. It will only come a 
few days before the bill passes, and we 
aren’t given a real opportunity to vet 
these earmarks and look at them. 

Let me read a few of them. For exam-
ple, $300,000 goes to the American Air 
Power Museum in Farmingdale, New 
York, for exhibits and educational pro-
grams. This may be a great museum, 
but why the Federal taxpayer should 
be on the hook to fund it, I don’t know. 

And $200,000 in this bill goes to the 
American Jazz Museum in Kansas City, 
Missouri, for exhibits and education 
programs. It may be a great museum, 
but why is the Federal taxpayer paying 
for? 

$200,000 for the American West Herit-
age Center in Wellsville, Utah, for a 
lifelong learning initiative. 

$125,000 for the Children’s Museum in 
Indianapolis, Indiana, for exhibits and 
equipment. 

$200,000 for a Children’s Museum in 
Los Angeles for exhibits and edu-
cational programs. 

$150,000, College Park Aviation Mu-
seum in College Park, Maryland. 

If you are recognizing a theme here, 
the Federal Government is funding a 
lot of museums. Why is this the case? 
Why, when we are running massive 
deficits, when we have a big debt and 
other obligations that are crying out 
to pay down the debt, to lower the def-
icit, why are we funding programs like 
this? Why are we on the hook for these 
programs yet again? You have to re-
member, whenever you are funding a 
museum, because we have a deficit, we 
are borrowing money to do that. 

$250,000 for the Discovery Center in 
Idaho. This is in Boise, for a science 
center. 

$350,000 for an aerospace museum in 
McClellan, California, for exhibits. 

$350,000 for the George and Eleanor 
McGovern Library in Dakota Wesleyan 
University in Mitchell, South Dakota. 

$75,000, Monterey Bay Aquarium in 
Monterey, California. 

Here is another theme. We fund a lot 
of aquariums. There are great aquar-
iums that educate a lot of people, but 
why we are doing it at the Federal 
level, I don’t know. 

$350,000 for the Museum of Aviation 
Foundation in Warner Robins, Georgia, 
for educational programs. 

Let’s pay attention to the Labor- 
HHS bill as it comes along. 

f 

b 1830 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MITCHELL). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 03:20 Oct 24, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00062 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K23OC7.140 H23OCPT1cc
ol

em
an

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

71
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2019-05-05T07:55:41-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




